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strength of purported personal influ-
ence with U.S. Parole Commissioners 
or staff). 

(c)(1) In addition to the prohibitions 
contained in 18 U.S.C. 207, no former 
employee of any Federal criminal jus-
tice agency (in either the Executive or 
Judicial Branch of the Government) 
with the exception of the Federal De-
fender Service, shall be qualified to act 
as a representative for hire in any case 
before the Commission for one year fol-
lowing termination of Federal employ-
ment. However, such persons may be 
employed by, or perform consulting 
services for, a private firm or other or-
ganization providing representation be-
fore the agency, to the extent that 
such employment or service does not 
include the performance of any rep-
resentational act before the Commis-
sion. 

(2) No prisoner or parolee may serve 
as a representative before the Commis-
sion, at the hire of individual clients, 
in any case. 

[48 FR 14377, Apr. 4, 1983, as amended at 48 
FR 44528, Sept. 29, 1983] 

§ 2.62 Rewarding assistance in the 
prosecution of other offenders; cri-
teria and guidelines. 

(a) The Commission may consider as 
a factor in the parole release decision- 
making a prisoner’s assistance to law 
enforcement authorities in the pros-
ecution of other offenders. 

(1) The assistance must have been an 
important factor in the investigation 
and/or prosecution of an offender other 
than the prisoner. Other significant as-
sistance (e.g., providing information 
critical to prison security) may also be 
considered. 

(2) The assistance must be reported 
to the Commission in sufficient detail 
to permit a full evaluation. However, 
no promises, express or implied, as to a 
Parole Commission reward shall be 
given any weight in evaluating a rec-
ommendation for leniency. 

(3) The release of the prisoner must 
not threaten the public safety. 

(4) The assistance must not have 
been adequately rewarded by other offi-
cial action. 

(b) If the assistance meets the above 
criteria, the Commission may consider 
providing a reduction of up to one year 

from the presumptive parole date that 
the Commission would have deemed 
warranted had such assistance not oc-
curred. If the prisoner would have been 
continued to the expiration of sen-
tence, any reduction will be taken from 
the actual date of the expiration of the 
sentence. Reductions exceeding the one 
year limit specified above may be con-
sidered only in exceptional cir-
cumstances. 

(c) In the case of an eligible DC Code 
prisoner whose assistance meets the 
criteria of this section, the Commis-
sion may consider deducting a point 
under Category V of the Point Assign-
ment Table at § 2.80, in addition to any 
other deduction for positive program 
achievement, when considering such 
prisoner for parole. In the case of a DC 
Code prisoner with an unserved min-
imum term, the Commission may con-
sider filing an application under § 2.76 
for a reduction of up to one-third of 
such term less applicable good time. 

[52 FR 44389, Nov. 19, 1987. Redesignated at 63 
FR 39176, July 21, 1998, as amended at 64 FR 
5613, Feb. 4, 1999] 

§ 2.63 Quorum. 
(a) Any Commission action author-

ized by law may be taken on a majority 
vote of the Commissioners holding of-
fice at the time the action is taken. 

(b)(1) In the event of a tie vote of the 
Commission’s membership on a matter, 
the matter that is the subject of the 
vote is not adopted by the Commission. 

(2) If the matter that is the subject of 
the tie vote is the disposition of an of-
fender’s case, then the result of the tie 
vote is the offender’s status quo ante, 
i.e., no action is taken that is more fa-
vorable or more adverse regarding the 
offender. If in an earlier decision the 
Commission has given an offender a 
presumptive release date or a date for 
a 15-year reconsideration hearing, then 
the result of the tie vote is no change 
in the presumptive date or the date of 
the 15-year reconsideration hearing. If 
an offender is facing possible parole re-
scission or revocation, the result of the 
tie vote is the offender’s retention of 
the parole effective date or the offend-
er’s return to supervision. Exception: If 
there is a tie vote in making one of the 
findings required by § 2.53 in a manda-
tory parole determination, the result 
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